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DETAILED ACTION

o the request for reconsideration filed December 1 1,

1. This communication 18 in response t

2000.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103

2. The following is 2 quotation of 35 US.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness

s Office action:

rejections set forth in thi
ribed as set forth in

n is not identically di
matter sought to be patented and the prior art ar¢
tion was made to a person

e time the inven
Patentability shall not be negatived by the

sclosed or desc

not be obtained though the inventio

f the differences between the subject
hole would have been obvious at th

d subject matter pertains.

(a) A patent may
section 102 of this title, i
such that the subject matter asaw
having ordinary skill in the art to which sai

manner in which the invention was made.

der 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over

3. Claims 9, 19 and () are rejected un

Shavit et al (US Patent 4,799,156 ).

Shavit et al disclose:
s 62-64 recited

Claim 9. A method for creating an electronic catalog [Col 1, line
 with col 12, lines 58-59  and processing purchase order [ Abstract, lines 1-5, col 25, lines 58-67

},comprising the steps of:
a) requesting a vendor quotation [ Col 7, lines 56-57 read with col 1, lines 10-12 1
b) creating blanket vendor order [ Col 12, lines 60-61 and claim 8, lines 65-66 1;
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e electronic catalog, wherein the electronic

¢) entering the blanket vendor order in th
quantities, shipment charges, delivery times and

g comprises a plurality of items,
5, Col 12, lines 54-59 ( specificall

3, lines 5-9, col 16, lines 53-54 r

catalo
y lines 58-59 ) recited with lines 63-

availabilities [ Col 10, line 3
s 67-68 ), col 8, line 48, claim 3

ead with col

68 ( specifically line

1-63 and col 33, line 46 1;

17, line 21, col 13, line 37, col 15, lines 6

est [ Col 13, lines 51-521;

¢) creating purchase requ
electronic catalog using the purchase

item from the plurality.of items

f) requesting an
nes 1, 51-52 and col 12, lines 5

4-59 ( specifically

request | Col 12, lines 65-68 continue col 13,11

lines 58-39) };
gtoa vendor [ Abstract, lines

) communicating said order from the electronic catalo

51-52 and col 12, line 54-59 and col 6, lines 10-11 )

1-9, col 13, lines 1,
lines 34-36 and col 12,

h) receiving acknowledgment of the communicated order [ Col 1,

line 61 1;
ordered item [ Fig. 3(124) and col 13, line 1 ]; and

i) receiving the
5, lines 48-49 and col 13, line 1 J;

j) recording receipt of said item [Coll

Shavit et al fail to teach the following step:

d) creating a pre-approved budget;
Official notice s taken that the feature is an old and well known practice n business/marketing
art. It would have been obvious to on€ of ordinary gkill in the art at the time of applicant’s
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invention to incorporate the feature in Shavit et al’s invention, because the feature is @ basic and
essential requirement of any business/organization/institution, so spending Jimits could be known

and maintained by the personnel involved.

In the undernoted claim:

Claim 19. A method as recited in claim 9, further comprising:
Shavit et al show storage, financial service providers, logging the transactions and generating a
journal [ Col5, line 30, col 6, line 13 and col 11, lines 22-26 1, yet do not explicitly teach the
following features:

creating an accounts payable record initiated by said record of receipt; and

placing the item in an inventory.
Official notice is taken that the features are old and well known in the computerized business art.
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of instant invention, to
advantageously use the available resources t0 create an accounts payable record and place it the

storage.

Claim 20. A method as recited in claim 9, wherein receiving order further comprises:
creating a carrier data base containing information to determine shipping costs and

delivery schedules [ Shavitet al: Fig. 19 };
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tending an offer of shipment to 2 selected carrier Shavit et al: Fig. 19 (458, 460, 462,

470 and 472 ) and col 29, lines 66-68 continue col 30, lines 1-2 1; and
the carrier | Shavit et al: Fig. 19(4

receiving confirmation from 70) 1.

4. Claims 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roach et al

(US Patent 5.434,394) in view of Shavit et al (US Patent 4,799,156).

Roach et al show:
creating an electronic catalog [ See discussion of element €

Claim 10. A system for

below |, comprising:
a) means for purchasing an item [ Fig. 4b ( 402) described col 13, lines 12-18 ;
nical user interface [ Figs. 4a-4e and 5 ] fora customer service

b) means for creating a grap

nes 18-30 ( specifically lines 18-22 and 27-28)

input an order [ Col 9, 1i
ol 2, lines 19-21

¢) means for tendering a load to @ carrier for shipment [ Fig. 4c ( 404),c¢

and Fig. 6 (614) IR
d) means for creating an automated warehousing ticket [ Col 4, lines 42-43 ]; and

Roach et al do not teach the undernoted feature:
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¢) means for creating an electronic catalog based on a blanket vendor agreement wherein
plurality of items, quantities, shipment charges, delivery times

said electronic catalog comprises a

and availability.
), Fig. 2 and

es 61-68 ( specifically lines 62-63

it et al show the same [Col 1,1lin
1 26, lines 5-9, 33-34 and

However, Shav
3-64, Fig. 14 ( 340 ) described co

Fig, 24 (644) described col 33, lines 6
ly lines 58-59 ) recited with lines 63-68 ( specifically lines 67-68 ),

Col 12, lines 54-59 ( speciﬁcal
3, lines 5-9, col 16, lines 53-54 r

ead with col 17, line 21, col 13, line 37, col

col 8, line 48, claim 3

15, lines 62-63 and col 33, line 46 1.
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s
t et al’s feature in Roach et al’s invention, because it would facilitate

invention o include Shavi
th a variety of

efficiently conduct business Wi

consolidated marketplace information about and to

¢ database/catalogue.

vendors/ suppliers/service providers at on

oach et al fail to show all the features excepting €):

In the following claim R
herein the means for purchasing an item further

Claim 11.  The system of claim 10, W

comprises:
ating a purchase request and a purchase release to a vendor [ Fig. 1

¢) means for communic
y line 20)};

(34), col 4, line 64 and col 10, lines 17-22 ( speciﬁcall

However, Shavit et al teach:
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et a: Col 12, lines 60-61 and claim 8,

a) means for creating a blanket vendor order [ Shavit

lines 65-66 };
b) means for providing user input to generate a requisition request t0 requisition the item

[ Shavit et al: Col 13, lines 51-52 1

¢) means for processing the requisition request by comparing said requisition request to

mine availability of the item [ Shavit et al: Col 2, lines 60-65

the blanket vendor agreement to deter

col 10, lines 33-39, col 12, lines 42-43, 65-68 continue col 13, lines 1,

( specifically line 61)and

51-52, Fig. 14 (340), col 26, lines 5-9, col 27, lines 45-47 and col 33, line 46 J; and
urchase request [ Shavit et al: Col 1, lines 34-36 and col

f) means for acknowledging the p

12, line 61 1;
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of instant
invention to include Shavit et al’s features into Roach et al’s invention, because the same would

facilitate purchaser to provide consolidated marketplace information about and to efficiently

conduct business with a variety of vendors/ suppliers/service providers.

Both Shavit et al and Roach et al fail to teach the following feature:

a budget to approve a purchase

d) means for checking the availability of funds against

transaction.
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at the aforementioned feature is old and well practice in the business and

Official notice is taken th
of instant

marketing art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time
o incorporate the feature into Shavit et al’s invention as combined with Roach et al’s,

invention t
organization/institution, SO

ntial requirement of any business/

because the feature is a basic and esse
1 and maintained by the personnel involved.

spending limits could be know

t disclose the features in the understated claim:

Roach et al do no
g an item further

1, wherein the means for purchasin

Claim12.  The syétem of claim 1

comprises:

However, Shavit et al teach the same:

g the item [ Shavit et al: Fig. 3
havit et al: Col 15, lines 48-49 an

(124) and col 13, line 1 1;

means for receivin
dcol 13,

means for creating a record of the receipt [ S

linel];
means for creating an accounts payable record initiated by said record of receipt [ Shavit

et al: Fig. 14 ( 310, 314) and Fig. 15 (344) ); and

means for placing the item in an inventory [ Shavit et al: Col 17, lines 56-57 1.
in the art at the time of current invention t0

1t would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill
incorporate Shavit et al’s features into Roach et al’s invention, because it would provide a
litate efficiency and would save time.

comprehensive system that would faci
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Claim 13.  The system of claim 10, wherein the means for creating a graphical user

interface for a customert service representative, further comprises:

means for creating screens in a window context with multiple files, said screens having
d buttons are used to access customer records

buttons to control access 10 files, wherein sai

‘[Roach etal: Figs. 4a-de, 5, 82 and 8b |.

show the features in the following claim, however, Shavit et al teach:

Roach et al fail to
wherein the means for tendering a load to a carrier

Claim 14.  The system of claim 10,

for shipment further comprises:

means for creating 2 carrier data base containing information to determine shipping costs

ules [ Shavit et al: Fig. 2 ( 86), col 36, line 46 and lines 23-49 };

and delivery sched
o a selected carrier | Shavit et al: Fig. 3

3 and col

means for tendering an offer of shipment t

36, lines 31-49 ( specifically lines 47-49)7; and
means for receiving confirmation from the carrier [ Shavit etal: Col 6, lines 60-62 ].

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s

ach et al invention, because shipping is an

invention t0 include Shavit et al’s features into Ro

integral part of an on-line business and inclusion of carrier information would provide an all-in-

one system.
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Claim 15.  The system of claim 10, wherein the means for creating an automated

warehousing ticket [ Roach et al: Col 4, lines 42-43 ] further comprises:
a) means for generating pick-order data for an item [ Roach et al: Col 2, lines 40-41 J;
b) means for picking the item from an inventory [ Roach et al: Col 10, lines 17-19, 32-34};

¢) means for creating a record of the picked item [ Roach et al: Col 10, lines 28-31 ];
d) means for transmitting said pick-order data to a central data base in real time [ Roach et

al: Fig. 1 (16, 40 to 52 ) and col 2, line 61 1;
¢) means for delivering the picked item to a shipping point [ Roach et al: Col 2, lines 15-

17 and Fig. 6 (614) 1;

transmitting data representing delivery of the item for shipment to said data

f) means for

base [ Roach et al: Col 2, lines 9-17 and Fig. 1(52); and
g) means for consolidating said pick-order and shipment data into a record in said

database [ Roach et al: Col 2, lines 56-59 and Fig. 1 (52) }.

e undernoted claim, however, Shavit et al teach all the

Roach et al do not teach the features in th

features except * means for creating a pre-approved budget 7 ;

Claim 16.  The system of claim 10, wherein the means for creating an electronic

catalog further comprises:

a) means for requesting a vendor quotation [Col 7, lines 56-37 read with col 1, lines 10-

12];
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reement having a plurality of items, quantities,

b) means for creating a blanket vendor ag

d availabilities [ Col 12, lines 60-61, Fig. 14( 340), col 26,

shipment charges, delivery items an
lines 5-9, claim 8, lines 65-66, and Col 12, lines 54-59 ( speciﬁcally lines 58-59 ) recited with lines
8, claim 33, lines 5-9, col 16, lines 53-54 read with

63-68 ( specifically lines 67-68 ), col 8, line 4

col 17, line 21, col 13, line 37, col 15, lines 62-63 and col 33, line 46 1;

o the electronic catalog [ Col 12,

¢) means for entering said blanket vendor agreement int

lines 58, 60-61 and 59 1;
e request [ Col 13, lines 51-52 J;

¢) means for creating a purchas
ting an item from the electronic catalog [ Col 12, lines 65-68 continue

f) means for reques

1,51-52 and col 12, line 59 J;

col 13, lines
d blanket order to a vendor [ Abstract, 1

g) means for communicating sai ines

6-9, col 13, lines 1, 51-52 and col 12, line 54 1;

anket order request [ Col 1, lines 34-36 and

h) means for receiving acknowledgment of a bl

col 12, line 61 1;
i) means for receiving said ordered item [ Fig.3 (124)and col 13, line 1 }; and

j) means for recording receipt of said item [ Col 15, lines 48-49 and col 13, line 1 }.
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s

features in Roach et al’s invention, because the same would

invention to include Shavit et al’s
o efficiently conduct business with a

facilitate consolidated marketplace information about and t

one database/catalogue.

variety of vendors/suppliers/service providers at
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Both Shavit et al and Roach et al fail to teach the following feature:

d) means for creating a pre-approved budget.
Official notice is taken that the aforementioned feature is old and well practice in the business and
marketing art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of instant
invention to incorporate the feature into Shavit et al’s invention as combined with Roach et al’s,
because the feature is a basic and essential requirement of any business/organization/institution, SO

spending limits could be known and maintained by the personnel involved.

5. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schlafly
(US Patent 4,734,858 ) in view of Shavit et al (US Patent 4,799,156 ) and further in view of
Roach et al (US Patent 5,434,394 ) .

Schiafly shows:

Claim 17. A method for processing customer ordersina computer-based data
processing system having a plurality of data processing devices electrically connected to
communicate with each other [ Title and Fig. 1 ], comprising:

d) receiving a customer order from a customer order input terminal [ Fig. 1 ( 12.1-12.Nto
14 or 16), col 5, lines 19-24, claim 11, lines 13-15 and 20-24 1,

¢) processing the customer order using an interface module accessed through the

customer order input terminal, said interface module coordinating access to electronic catalog
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ctronic catalog [ Figs. 3-6 described col 7, lines

controlling interaction between a user and said ele

13-68 continue col 8, lines 1-32 1;

from the user through said

f) generating the customer order in response to data inputs

lectronic catalog [ Col 6, lines 32-35, Fig. 3 (

customer order input terminal and data from said €

84-98 ) described col 7, lines 18-42 and 48-68 and Figs. 4 and 5 |;

g) automatically checking an inventory for availability of an item corresponding to the

essing an inventory data base [ Col 1,

er in response to the customer order by acc
4851,

customer ord
and 3, col 8, lines 9-11 and 15-16 ] and Figs.

lines 55-57, col 10, lines 11 and 22, Figs. 4

h) retrieving the item from the inventory by accessing an inventory storage location data

base [ Claim 12, line 43 and Figs. 4 &5 );

Schiafly does not show the following elements; however, Shavit et al teach the same:

a) requesting a blanket vendor order [ Col 7, lines 56-57 read with col 1, lines 10-12 §;

b) creating a blanket vendor agreement [ Col 12, lines 60-61 and claim 8, lines 65-66 1;

¢) entering said blanket vendor agreement into an electronic catalog [ Col 12, lines 60-61

recited with lines 58-59 1;

arketing art at the time of applicant’s

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the m

invention to include Shavit et al’s features in Schlafly’s invention, because the same would
information about and to efficiently conduct business with a

facilitate consolidated marketplace

variety of vendors/suppliers/service providers at one database/catalogue.
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icitly show the following elements; however, Roach et al

Schlafly and Shavit et al do not expl

teach the same:
1) building 2 load for shipment from the retrieved item [ Roach: Col 17, lines 35-36 ]; and
the customer [ Roach et al: Col 17, lines 40-46 ].

j) scheduling delivery of the load to

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s
h et al’s features in Schlafly’s combined with Shavit’s invention, because

invention to include Roac
formation about and to efficiently conduct

the same would facilitate consolidated marketplace in

business services at on€ database/catalogue.

Claim 18. A method for processing a customer order using a networked

computer-based data processing system [ Title and Fig. 1], comprising:
tomer order input terminal [ Fig. 1 ( 12.1-12Nto

d) receiving 2 customer order from a cus

14 or 16), col 3, lines 19-24, claim 11, lines 13-15 and 20-24 };
e) processing the received customer order to generate a customer order in response t0
ser [ Figs. 3-6 described col 7, lines 13-68 continue col 8, lines 1-32 IR

data inputs froma u
for availability of an item corresponding t0 the

f) automatically checking an inventory

onic catalog [ Col 1, lines 55-57, col 10, lines 11 and 22,

customer order by accessing the electr
Figs. 4 and 5, col 8, lines 9-11 and 15-16 ] and Figs. 48&5Y);
ge location data base [ Claim 12, line

g) retrieving the item by accessing an inventory stora

43 and Figs. 4 and 5 1
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wever, Shavit et al teach the same:

s not show the following elements; ho
lines 10-12 ;

Schlafly doe
a) requesting a blanket vendor order [ Col 7, lines 56-57 read with col 1,

b) creating a blanket vendor agreement [ Col 12, lines 60-61 and claim 8, lines 65-66 1;

o an electronic catalog [ Col 12, lines 60-61

¢) entering said blanket vendor agreement int

recited with lines 58-59 1;
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s
because the same would

s features in Schiafly’s invention,

invention to include Shavit et al’

n about and to efficiently conduct business with a

facilitate consolidated marketplace informatio
variety of vendors/suppliers/ service providers at oné database/catalogue.

e following elements; however, Roach et al

Schiafly and Shavit et al do not explicitly show th

teach the same:
r shipment from the retrieved item [ Roach: Col 17, lines 35-36 ]; and

i) building a Joad fo
er [ Roach et al: Col 17, lines 40-46 .

j) scheduling delivery of the load to the custom
ary skill in the marketing art at the time of applicant’s

1t would have been obvious to one of ordin

s features in Schlafly’s combined with Shavit’s invention, because

invention to include Roach et al’
ation about and to efficiently conduct

the same would facilitate consolidated marketplace inform

business services at one database/catalogue.
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Response to Arguments

filed December 11,2000 have been fully considered but they are

6. Applicant's arguments

not persuasive.

A. Regarding the applicant arguments on pages 8-12, 14 and 15, applicant focuses the

«“planket vendor order” and points to pages 49-52 of the

remarks on the claimed term/phrase
specification and Figures 37-40 for support. Applicant defines a blanket vendor order as “an
hich covers (blanket) the sale of merchandise fro a number of items for possible delivery

ks of December 11,2000 at page 9, lines 12-14.

order w

over an extended period of time.” in the remar

However there is nothing on pages 49-52 of the specification, or Figures 37-40, which limits the

e. Further, there is nothing in

definition to such as defined by applicant in this most recent respons

those pages or figures which prohibits the interpretation as in the references to Shavit et al. or
Roach et al. Finally, should applicant submit evidence that the term/phrase is known in the art,
the examiner’s position would remain unchanged as to the applicability of the references as it

f ordinary skill in the art at the time

would only be a specialized type of order well known to one o

of the invention.

B. Regarding «Official Notice® in the Office Action, the applicant would appreciate that:

The procedure surrounding the taking of Official Notice is clearly set forth in MPEP

7144.03 which reads in part:

an obviousness rejection may be based on common

«The rationale supporting
art. The examiner may take official notice of

knowledge in the art or "well - known" prior
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facts outside of the record which are capable of instant and unquestionable demonstration
as being "well - known" in the art.” ‘

“If justified, the examiner should not be obliged to spend time to produce
documentary proof. If the knowledge is of such notorious character that judicial notice
can be taken, it is sufficient so to state. In re Malcolm , 129 F.2d 529, 54 USPQ 235
(CCPA 1942). If the applicant traverses such an assertion the examiner should cite a
reference in support of his or her position.”

“If applicant does not seasonably traverse the well known statement during
examination, then the object of the well known statement is taken to be admitted prior art.
In re Chevenard , 139 F.2d 71, 60 USPQ 239 (CCPA 1943). A seasonable challenge
constitutes a demand for evidence made as soon as practicable during prosecution. Thus,

. applicant is charged with rebutting the well known statement in the next response after
the Office Action in which the well known statement was made. This is necessary because
the examiner must be given the opportunity 10 provide evidence in the next Office Action
or explain why no evidence is required. If the examiner adds a reference to the rejection n
the next action after applicant's rebuttal, the newly cited reference, if it is added merely as
evidence of the prior well known statement, does not result in a new issue and thus the
action can potentially be made final. Ifno amendments are made to the claims, the

examiner must not rely on any other teachings in the reference if the rejection is made
final.”

Additionally, the Examiner would like to point out that:

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met.
First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the
reference or 10 combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable
expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined)
must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. (MPEP 2143 - emphasis added).

Further, MPEP 7143.01 states that:

"In determining the propriety of the Patent Office case for obviousness in the first
instance, it is necessary t0 ascertain whether or not the reference teachings would appear
to be sufficient for one of ordinary skill in the relevant art having the reference before him
to make the proposed substitution, combination, or other modification." In re Linter , 458
F2d 1013, 173 USPQ 560, 562 (CCPA 1972).
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Obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of
the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there s some teaching, suggestion, or
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. Inre Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988); In re Jones , 958 F.2d 347,21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir.
1992). (emphasis added).

Finally, as per the issue of rationale, MPEP 2144 states that:

The rationale to modify or combine the prior art does not have to be expressly
stated in the prior art; the rationale may be expressly or impliedly contained in the prior art
or it may be reasoned from knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the
art, established scientific principles, or legal precedent established by prior case law. Inre
Fine , 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988); Inre Jones, 958 F.2d 347,21
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). SeealsoInre Eli Lilly & Co ., 902 F.2d 943, 14
USPQ2d 1741 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (discussion of reliance on legal precedent); Inre Nilssen,
851 F.2d 1401,7 USPQ2d 1500, 1502 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (references do not have to
explicitly suggest combining teachings); Ex parte Clapp , 797 USPQ 972 (Bd. Pat. App.
& Inter. 1985) (examiner must present convincing line of reasoning supporting rejection);
and Ex parte Levengood , 28 USPQ2d 1300 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1993) (reliance on
logic and sound scientific reasoning).

and that rationale different from applicant’s is permissible:

The reason or motivation to modify the reference may often suggest what the
inventor has done, but for a different purpose or t0 solve a different problem. It is not
necessary that the prior art suggest the combination to achieve the same advantage or
result discovered by applicant. In re Linter , 458 F.2d 1013, 173 USPQ 560 (CCPA
1972) (discussed below); Inre Dillon , 919 F.2d 688, 16 USPQ2d 1897 (Fed. Cir. 1990),
cert. denied , 500 U.S. 904 (1991) (discussed below). Although Ex parte Levengood , 28
USPQ2d 1300, 1302 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1993) states that obviousness cannot be
established by combining references "without also providing evidence of the motivating
force which would impel one skilled in the art to do what the patent applicant has done "
(emphasis added), reading the quotation in context it is clear that while there must be
motivation to make the claimed invention, there is no requirement that the prior art
provide the same reason as the applicant to make the claimed invention.
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In each instance where the Examiner took Official Notice, specific motivation was
supplied that would have been in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the
art.

The examiner does not have t0 show “that a pre-approved budget is used in conjunction
with the creation of an electronic catalog” as applicant states, since Official Notice was not taken
of such. Official Notice was taken that “Creating a pre-approved budget” is clearly well known.
All organizations, whether they be businesses or governmental, work from budgets. In addition in
the case where the company, business or governmental agency has divisions or sub-agencies, each
division has its own budget from which it works for the calendar or fiscal year, or even quarterly.
Additionally, such companies, businesses, or divisions must stay within this budget. They cannot
spend more than they are approved, thus the clear showing of “checking the availability of funds
against a budget to approve a purchase transaction.”

Applicant has not provided adequate information or argument so that on its face it creates
a reasonable doubt regarding the circumstances justifying the Official Notice. Therefore, the
presentation of reference(s) to substantiate the Official Notice is not deemed necessary. The
Examiner’s taking of Official Notice has been maintained. No further discussion/action in the

matter is deemed necessary.
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Conclusion
8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a)-

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the eventa first reply is filed within TWO
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event,
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date

of this final action.

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner
should be directed to M. Irshadullah whose telephone number is (703) 308-6683. The examiner
can normally be reached on M-F from 10:00 am to 5:00 pm.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz, can be reached on (703) 305-9643. The fax number for the organization
is (703) 305-0040/308-6306.

Any inquiry of 2 general nature or relating to the status of this application or
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-3900.

S Bt

ERIC W. STAMBER
PRIMARY EXAMINER
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